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JX 4 Re Xing/Ray CIS Special aired 1/2/76 EH 

-I think this show was as close as any so-called news show can be to a total 
plagiarism. 

She questions may be of law but not of fact* ; 

Aside from some of the works of the Hanes and Foreman, much of which still come 
from Frame-Up, there is nothing in the show that ,doesn , |. 

There were a few things that come from ay subseqtlent work, clearly indicated 
in Frame-Op, like 1*® scenes of 0^64. But essentially- all is from this one copyrighted 
work. One of the more interesting sidebars is that they had Stephens on film denying he 
had identified Bay prior to the guilty-pleae hearings and I recall no use of it before 
this. If true, CBS suppressed esculpatory evidence. If the State of FBI did, well*..* 

Sow I go back to ay relations with CBS in this. You will recall I insisted on 
having it taped. When Bsteher was not prepared to tape, I made the tapes, gave them to 
her, and she returned them to me. I have them in the envelope in which she returned them, 
(i note she is up from researcher to assistant producer in the credits.) 

So the stipulation was that I’d help CBS all I could but in return they would, 
not without a normal arrangement for literary rights, quite cosaaon in TV, as distinguished 
from paying people to appear, as® my of my work directly or as leads for following up 
on their own. This meat that they could be backgrounded only, could not duplicate the 
work regardless of its form, and would have to go out on its own and hay© an entirely 
new show. On this I offered to be a consultant, but not without pay (also normal) and 
noted that they paid non-exports likes Schoenmann. There was no agreement to pay me for 
the Mae I spent with the® and the tapes begin with my saying this, which protected both 
Esther and ms. 

Quite aside from the viable copyright I have on Frame-Up there is this added 
understanding with a proper and authorised CBS representative that was totally violated. 

How there were ways CBSe could have gotten around this* They have no right to use 
my work without authorization. But they do have a right to use it with authorization. 

They did not seek authorization, a in any form or at any time. They merely in effect 
stole in not only knowing it is Mae by copyright but in direct violation of the pre- 
conditions of my talking to the®* at aU. Moreover, there is the advance notice to 
Midgley whose response was that he did not understand. He could not have understood 
an d aired tills show, fa can got a thousand experts to testify that they took the content 
©ad the l i ne of the book and suppressed all mention of it, how and by whom it was done, 
and went farther and at several points not only call it the result of CuS’s own investiga- 
tion but added that there had never been any real investigation, let in saying this CBS 
also knew that it was ay investigation alone that provided the basis for the successful 
habeas corpus appeal, with a ringing decision like few ever; and my investigation a nd 
yovd cc artwork that resulted in a truly sensation record, one hell of an investigation, 
in the evidentiaryi hearing. They covered this hearing and made no mention of it or the 
evidence in it on the show. They even cribbed my owrk on Chormley and attributed ±t it 
in part to Hanes. I reetll no mention of him in Hanes* notes. 

More detail can be added. I*m laying out a belief to raise the question wahi can 
be done under the law. This is not the first time CE3 has dons this. *%re they went 
farthur in two other ways, consistent with the allegation above: the didn’t even mention 
there was a defense investigation, investigator or such a book; and they pretended that 
the least significant part of the document* Rather quoted they got as a result of their 
Freedom of Information action. They fudged, saying under the lew. However, to their know- 
ledge it was ay action, which they followed, and since we got what they didn’t even ask 
for sad I gave it to them, it becomes more deliberate. Actually, the segment to have 
been Cronkited the night of 12/11 says that I and they got it under the law. As aired 
l*a sure cut the next morning on TV it says this but eliminates my reading of the sig- 
nificant portions to have me saying something I said was not my purpose for being there, 
having to do with a short from somewhere in the bushes. All bears on intent, ffl 



